Participants wore an activPAL3 and ActiGraph GT3X+ concurrently for 7 days and completed 23 a daily diary. Time spent sedentary during waking hours on workdays, non-workdays, during 24 working-hours and non-working hours were compared between instruments. During 
Results

227
Of the 35 drivers enrolled in the study, 28 (100% male; mean age 43. comparison to workdays and working hours on workdays (Table 1) . with the workday data, the sensitivity and specificity values across all cut-points were low 262 (Table 3) . 
Discussion
272
The aim of this study was to explore the validity of accelerometer-determined free- Table 2 . Sensitivity and specificity values calculated across participants for each ActiGraph cut-point. The performance of each cut-point was compared to activPALdetermined total daily sitting time on workdays. The area under the ROC curve value to assess the accuracy of the ActiGraph to detect sitting time compared with the activPAL.
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. Figure 5. ActiGraph output illustrating activity patterns on a typical workday and non-550 workday for a bus driver, compared to the activPAL.
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